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- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address •■ 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 
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earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 
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2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)(3 This action is non-final. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



Specification 



1 . Applicant is reminded of the proper language and format for an abstract of the disclosure. 

The abstract should be in narrative form and generally limited to a single paragraph on a 
separate sheet within the range of 50 to 150 words. It is important that the abstract not exceed 
1 50 words in length since the space provided for the abstract on the computer tape used by the 
printer is limited. The form and legal phraseology often used in patent claims, such as "means" 
and "said," should be avoided. The abstract should describe the disclosure sufficiently to assist 
readers in deciding whether there is a need for consulting the full patent text for details. 

The language should be clear and concise and should not repeat information given in the 
title. It should avoid using phrases which can be implied, such as, "The disclosure concerns," 
"The disclosure defined by this invention," "The disclosure describes," etc. 

2. The abstract of the disclosure is objected to because it exceeds 150 words. Correction is 
required. See MPEP § 608.01(b). 



3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



4. Claims 1-5,7-1 1,13-20 and 22 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Domenikos et al (US Patent No 6,065,043) in view of Nahi et al. (US Patent No 6,052,120). 
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5. In reference to claim 1, Domenikos teaches a system operative over a communications 
network, said system comprising: 

a server computer including a communication control device for sending and receiving 
messages over the network and an operating system, said server having access to a data base 
capable of storing dedicated applications dedicated to said system and executable by said 
operating system (Abstract and column 8, Domenikos discloses a server with a communication 
device, server has access to storage that has stored applications); and 

at least one client device including display means, an external communication device for 
sending to and receiving messages from said server computer over said network, and dedicated 
client means for controlling said display means and said external communication device, said 
dedicated client means interpreting messages received from said server computer and generating 
messages recognizable by said server, said messages sent between said server computer and said 
client device conforming to a control-oriented protocol that restricts message communication to 
only messages describing certain preselected events (Abstract, column 8 and column 9 line 34 - 
column 10 line 67, Domenikos discloses a client with a telecommunications element for 
interpreting messages from server and sending messages to server, where communication 
messages are preselected events). 

Domenikos fails to teach wherein the client is a thin client. However, Nahi teaches thin- 
clients accessing applications from a host (Abstract and columns 6 & 7). 

It would have been obvious for of ordinary skill in the art to modify Domenikos by 
making the client in the client access system a thin-client as per the teachings of Nahi so that all 
available types of client communication devices can access applications remotely. 
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6. In reference to claims 2 and 3, Domenikos teaches a thin-client system as claimed in 
claim 1 , wherein said preselected events include user control events caused by user action at said 
client device, each of said user control events being recognizable by a dedicated application 
running on said server as indicative of a certain control of said running application that is 
associated with said one of said preselected events and that is operable by a user at said client 
device to control said running application (column 4 line 45 - column 5 line 67, column 12 lines 
5-50 and column 13 line 45 - column 14 line 67), 

and wherein a message from said client device to said server includes data representative 
of said one preselected event and excludes data representative of other user action performed in 
operation of said associated application control but not representative of said one event (column 
9, column 13 line 45 - column 14 line 67 and column 21). 

7. In reference to claims 4 and 5, Domenikos fails to explicitly teach a thin-client system as 
claimed in claim 3, wherein said control oriented protocol is overlaid on a standard wireless 
communication protocol; and also comprising plural communication networks, plural server 
computers and plural client devices. However, Nahi teaches a thin client system operating in a 
wireless environment and also where there can be plural networks, hosts and clients (columns 6 
&7). 

It would have been obvious for of ordinary skill in the art to modify Domenikos by 
making the client operate in a wireless environment as per the teachings of Nahi so that all 
available types of client communication devices, including wireless devices, can access 
applications remotely. 



Application/Control Number: 09/760,501 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2157 

8. Claims 7,8,10 and 1 1 do not define any new limitations above claims 1-6 and are 
therefore rejected for the above mentioned reasons. 

9. In reference to claim 9, Domenikos teaches a method as claimed in claim 8, further 
comprising the steps of, at said application, determining whether said application control 
recognized in said interpreting step necessitates a change in a user interface created by said 
application, and in a case where said application control necessitates a change in said user 
interface, generating a message descriptive of a change user interface event recognizable by said 
client device as indicative of an updated user interface and creating said updated user interface at 
said application; and transmitting said change user interface message to said client device 
whereupon said client device interprets said transmitted change user interface message to 
recognize how a corresponding user interface presented at said client device should be changed 
to correspond to said update user interface created at said application (column 8 line 20 - column 
9 line 67, column 14 and column 20 line 55 - column 21 line 55). 

10. In reference to claim 13, Domenikos teaches the method as claimed in claim 10 above, 
including wherein: 

at said client device, generating and transmitting an open session message over said 
network to initiate communication with a server, said open session message including a user 
name, a user password and data descriptive of parameters of said client device; at said server, 
upon receipt of said open session message, verifying said user name and password, and 
comparing said descriptive data representative of said client device parameters with current 
versions of software available for said client device to determine whether said current software 
versions should be downloaded to said client device, and thereafter identifying said client device 
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software to be downloaded in a case where it is determined that said current software should be 
downloaded; and at said server, generating and transmitting an application list message to said 
client device, said application list message including session setting data for regulating operation 
of said client device during a session (column 5 lines 20-67, column 8 line 20 - column 9 line 67 
and column 12 line 35 - column 13 line 50). 

11. In reference to claim 14, Domenikos teaches a method as claimed in claim 13, further 
comprising the steps of at said client device, receiving and interpreting said application list 
message in order to create a user interface allowing a user to select an application for execution 
on said server: 

at said client device, generating a run application message descriptive of an application 
chosen event recognizable by said server as indicative of a user control operated to select said 
application for execution, and transmitting said run application message over said network to 
said server; at said server, receiving and interpreting said run application message, starting 
execution of the application selected, and providing said application with client device parameter 
data received from said client device in said open session message; at said application, 
generating an initial form message and transmitting said initial form message to said client 
device; and at said client device, receiving and interpreting said initial form message, and 
creating a user interface including application controls in response to receipt of said initial form 
message (columns 4& 9 and column 21 line 20 - column 22 line 55). 
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12. In reference to claim 15, Dominikos teaches a method as claimed in claim 14, further 
comprising the steps of: 

at said client device, generating a close application request message requesting closing of 
an application executing on said server and transmitting said request message to said server; at 
said server, determining the presence or absence of conditions interrupting or canceling closure 
of said executing application, and closing said executing application in the absence of such 
conditions; and at said server, generating an application closed message and transmitting said 
application closed message to said client device (columns 4& 9 and column 21 line 20 - column 
22 line 55). 

13. Claims 16-20 and 22 do not define any new limitations above claims 1-5 & 7-15 and are 
therefore rejected for the above mentioned reasons. 



Allowable Subject Matter 

14. Claims 6, 12 and 21 objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would 
be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim 
and any intervening claims. 

The following limitations if included in the independent claims would indicate allowable 
subject matter: 
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"wherein said control oriented protocol restricts message communication in windowing 
environments such that 

for edit boxes, loss of focus constitutes a significant event, whereby messages 
representing edit boxes will be transmitted only when such edit boxes have been made to lose 
focus; 

for list boxes, selection from such a list box constitutes a significant event, whereby 
messages representing list boxes will be transmitted only when a selection from such a list box 
has been made and messages indicative of scrolling will not be transmitted; 

for combo boxes, selection of a new value constitutes a significant event, whereby 
messages representing combo boxes will be transmitted only when a new value has been 
selected; 

for scroll bars, arrival at a new scroll bar position after scrolling has stopped constitutes a 
significant event, whereby messages representing scroll bar movement will be transmitted only 
after scrolling has stopped at a new scroll bar position; and 

for mouse button clicks, a button click on such a mouse constitutes a significant event, 
whereby only mouse button clicks will be transmitted and messages indicative of mere mouse 
movements alone will not be transmitted." 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ramy M Osman whose telephone number is (703) 305-8050. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday 9AM to 5PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ario Etienne can be reached on (703) 305-7562. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

RMO 

May 14, 2004 



SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 21 00 




